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To request a reporting year tonnage modification used in calculating the diversion rate for your jurisdiction, please complete and sign
this form and retum it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, and any additional information
requested by OLA staff. OLA staff will review your request as part of the Annual Report/Biennial Review process; therefore, it is
recommended that this form be included as part of your Annual Report to the California Integrated Waste Management Board
(Board.) )

Please be advised that the Biennial Review is not only a review of whether a jurisdiction has met their diversion rate requirement, but
also an evaluation of a jurisdiction’s progress in implementing the selected programs identified in their Source Reduction and
Recycling Element (SRRE) and Household Hazardous Waste Element.

If you have any questions about the certification process, or how to fill out this form, piease call your OLA representative at
(916) 255-2555.

Mail completed documents to:

»

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Office of Local Assistance, MS-8

8800 Cal Center Drive

Sacramento, CA 95826

General Tostructions:

Please complete both Section I and Section II, and all other applicable subsections.

-

1 certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct o the best of my knowledge, and that I
am authorized to make this certification on behalf of:

Jurisdiction Name . County
TOWN OF MdMOTH LAKeES WYUTY of MDND
Authorized Signature Title
7%%244Zﬁ%¢'u)2%%%%%§¥:' h&wﬁ&ﬁha}ﬁl.And%dk
Type/Print Name of Person Signing . Date ‘ Phone
WMiduel A. Grossblatt (o) 548484 XaLb
Person Compieting This Form (please print or-type) Title Phone
Jiw Ereco Owner /Rveipal | (Al) 433 2307

State ZIP Code

Maili gAd.df_ES;n 2 Waske }%ch odvs City .
P.0. by 5¢11 ¢l oorodo hills| CA | 45102
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Secuon 11: Information l'or Modification of Existing Reporting Year Tonnage -/ - "+ KR
Ifrequesting iokre than one type. of reporiing yedr tonnage modi ification; please copy Sect
j subsecnons jbr each reporrmg year mnccuracy selected in A5 .

and complete a _' .apphcable

Al Reportmg year to A2 Currmttoxmagea.s : A3 Increased or decrcased A4 Proposed total repomng year

be corrected: reported to the CIWMB: _ tons requested: generation tons requested:
\a44 5,665 | - loled | b, 26 |

A3. Statute (PRC Section 41031-41033, 41331-41333), Regulation (14CCR Section 18722 et seq., 18800 et seq), and Board
Policy {medification methods as outlined in the March 27, 1997 Board-approved "Agenda Item 32") allow for reporting year
tonnage modifications. Please state the nature of the reporting year tonnage inaccuracy. Check all that apply. (Tnformation
regarding the Statute, Regulation and "Agenda ftem 32" are available on internet at hutp:/fwww.ciwmb.ca.gov/Law. htm)

D Disposed waste actually generated in another jurisdiction.

dDisposal tonnage number miscalculated.

D Disposal mandated by federal or state agezicy policy, order, or contract.

D Non-hazardous designated waste tonnage modification. (Please also answer question A14 if you check this box.)
D Waste disposal from a declared disaster or public cincrgency.

D Waste exported ou-of-state and later diverted.

D Residual waste from regional diversion facility. (Please reference PRC Section 41782. (a)(2){A) for additional reporting year
tonnage modification requirements.)

D Residual waste from regional medical waste treatment facility. (Please reference PRC Section 41782. (2)(1) for additional
reporting year tonnage modification requirements.) '

D Other reporting year tonnage inaccuracy not specifically outlined in statute, or "Agenda Item 32" Please explain in detail
below, including your proposed tonnage modification method.

2%5(70-5'& hmf' o Bt Iwn %Hu&, Lu)-klk woss
unbun - nepodd P cpiln aad umpud{\u aubfszs
@ -datoeeh a-wv[udrd. un&_u.-m_()h}f\ha». BoE owdit
Nped W-Elrm.LuuLm— M.Phb‘lh-ld

Datvodten dk Mercaged. Qasposed tows wes Uit L'-"W'L‘.
Gppick N G oMun Caudy + epuudid-disprosdd aides .
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y %ou the inaccuracy checked in ..osection AS meet the statutory and regulatory eritv..4 and definitions to qualify for a
tonnage modification? Please explain your findings below.

(fee, Undn Mpw).uL Lis prowl 41):\:\‘.1(; was Yadken froun e ony
forws ank agplied +o +Hu (guﬁmﬁplﬁn heporting suslan.
mwemm.whm_w mmw
UMy Q9 s . BE it &aw.ﬁ \a9r - (99 deniveh
covneetil dons . |

A7. The combined documentation supporting this certification form contains the following:

¥  States probiem claimed in se::tion AS.

> States tonnage modification amount claimed,

>’ Totals add up to tonnage claimed in section A3.

»  Address, titie of entity, and signature of individual with knowledge rcgarding the tonnage modification.

Yes.
(] No, please explain in detail below.

AS. In the table below, list the data records that support your claim and are available for Board review. Inciude type of record and
location; for example, weight tickets from transfer station or a signed letter on official letterhead indicating where the waste
tonnage originated (i.c. jurisdiction-of-origin).

- Source of Disposal Data Tons Type of Record Location of Data
boc (l4ar) W0,u68 | Pt Pﬂ.pe—d— VWP (ouA'a, Do
M\; (quc’) "3’10 (L e 31 1t - L1

Plecar are Uekivn Lo "\“M— hphi\' k'\ Comppl Tenee. Orden"’

A9. If the tonnage modification is due to misreporting or a miscalculation, how has the problem been resoived so that the error
does not occur again?

Wiedh  Town Mumingisivedive ANL'S{— 15 respanaible Toe
mmii—orw‘ M 934 (\M?ms"xb'nmfﬁ'@s oak ackvitiee | G ,u.fd-cmhu
been Mvdxy&b-l-l-h&(_wﬁ-n' A vu.ur,c,uwu:ﬂoh,/tuafd.

&XrPlsaL WG/L .
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A10. If the tonnage modification is being attributed to another jurisdiction orto a miscalculation, have you notified the affected

parties (jurisdictions, haulers, counties, and landfill operators) in writing regarding the problem and your pending claim to the
Board? '

D Yes.

D No, please explain in detail below.

B/NIA 7

Al1l. Please indicate from what documented source the tonnage requested in Box A3 came:
All tons claimed are from actual documented numbers from hauler, self-haul, or other tonnage. gog , - M

D Some data were estimated or extrapolated from representative sampling. (Explain the amount and method in detail.)

A12. Enter your diversion rates in the table below.

Current Board default calculated diversion rate:

Reporting Year: {445 - ' 1 q %

Proposed diversion rate:
3 9%

Al3. fthe proposed reporting year tonnage modification results in an increase in your waste diversion rate, please explain how

your diversion rate is consistent with your level of SRRE program implementation. For example, does your new diversion

percentage reflect the recycling and diversion programs you have implemented in your jurisdiction?

N/k

Al4. In the space below please describe your efforts to divert the non-hazardous designated waste material prior to this tonnage
modification request. {This question is only applicable if you checked the non-hazardous designated waste tonnage
modification box in subsection AS.)

N(k
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA S = “EGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
Reporting Year Tonnage Mod. ition Request and Certification

(New 06-00) -

To request a reporting year tonnage modification used in calculating the diversion rate for your jurisdiction, please complete and sign
this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, and any additional information
requested by OLA staff. OLA staff will review your request as part of the Annual Report/Biennial Review process; therefore, it is
recommended that this form be included as part of your Annual Report to the California Integrated Waste Management Board
(Board.) ' :

Please be advised that the Biennial Review is not only a review of whether a jurisdiction has met their diversion rat¢ requirement, but
also an evaluation of a jurisdiction’s progress in implementing the selected programs identified in their Source Reduction and
Recycling Element (SRRE) and Household Hazardous Waste Element.

If you have any questions about the certification process, or how to fill out this form, please call your OLA representative at
(916) 255-2555.

Mail completed documents to:

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Office of Local Assistance, MS-8

8800 Cal Center Drive

Sacramento, CA 95826

General Instractions:

Please complete both Section I and Section 11, and all other applicable subsections.

-

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, and that I
am authorized to make this certification on bebaif of:

Jurisdiction Name . County

TOWWN 0F MOMMOTH LAKES WUNTY & MDND
Authorized Signature Title

W W Maninstredive. Avalyst
Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone

WMiduel K. Grossblatd 160y 4 4984 Xalb
Person Completing This Form (please print or type) Title Phone

Jiw Ereco Owner [Rrves pd | (4te) 233 2327
Mailigg Address Ci State ZIP Code

BEditomm Wade fegociades |7 A

0.0, oy Sein ¢l Dorodo (atle|  CA Q5102
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. Section IT: Tiformation for Modification of Existing Reportmg Year Tonnage .
]f requestmg more than one type of reporrmg year tonnage madzf catmn, please copy Secrm' '

: 1 complete aliappl:cahle

h ecnans for eacir reporrmg _vear zmccuracy selec:ed m AS

Al chortmg yearto | A2 Current tonnage as -|'A3. Increased or decreased | A4. Proposed total reporting year

he correctad; reported to the CTIWMB: tons requested: : generation tons requested:

qqb | 5,31% L 1y3T (b, 143

AS. Statute (PRC Section 41031-41033, 41331-41333), Regulation (14CCR Section 18722 et seq., 13800 et seq), and Board
Policy (modification methods as outlined in the March 27,1997 Board—approvéd " Agenda Item 32") allow for reporting year
tonnage modifications. Please state the nature of the reporting ycar tonnage inaccuracy. Check all that apply. (Tnformation
regarding the Statute, Regulation and "Agenda Item 32" are available on internet at hitp://www.ciwmb,ca.gov/Law.htm}

[[] Disposed waste actually generated in another jurisdiction.

[E,Disposal tonnage number miscalculated.

L__] Disposal mandated by federal or state agency policy, order, or contract.

D Non-hazardous designated waste tonnage modification. (Please also answer question A14 if you check this box.)
D Waste disposal from a declared disaster or public e:ﬁergency.

D Waste exported out-of-state and later diverted.

D Residual waste from regional diversion facility. (Please reference PRC Section 41782. (2)(2)(A) for additional reporting year
tonnage modification requirements.)

D Residual waste from regional medical waste treatment facility. (Please reference PRC Section 41782, (a)(1) for additional
reporting year tonnage modification requirements.) '

D Other reporting year tonnage inaccuracy not specifically outlined in statute, or "Agenda Item 32", Please explain in detail
below, including your proposed tonnage modification method.

Irsgusal Fonaaqe o G dm CM%MT L.uJJle was

andin - nepdil . Pa wpike and e panaHie a.-ubfm
@ -tk Gusprk) undan. nppdtng. BOE oukit

Npod omfirmed ualun- Nept-diny .
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A10. Ifthe tonnage modification is being atwributed to another jurisdiction or to a miscalculation, have you notified the affected

parties (jurisdictions, haulers, counties, and landfill operators) in writing regarding the problem and your pending claim to the
Board?

D Yes.

D No, please explain in detail below.

o va

All. Please indicate from what documented source the tonnage requested in Box A3 came:
All tons claimed are fiom actual documented numbers from hauler, self-haul, or other tonnage. m ) '/“"' WDD(‘

] Some data were estimated or extrapolated from representative sampling. (Expiain the amount and method in-detail.)

A12. Enter your diversion rates in the table below.

Current Board default caiculated diversion rate:
Reporting Year:__ lqa" : 6 (0 %

Proposed diversion rate:
Y6 %

A13. If the proposed reporting year tonnage modification resuits in an increase in your waste diversion rate, please explain how

your diversion rate is consistent with your level of SRRE program implementation. For example, does your new diversion

percentage reflect the recycling and diversion programs you have implemented in your jurisdiction?

M{p.—

Al4. In the space below please describe your efforts to divert the non-hazardous designated waste material prior to this tonnage
modification request. (This question is only applicable if you checked the non-hazardous designated waste tonnage

modification box in subsection AS.)

NN
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A6. Does the inaccuracy checkedin . .
tonnage modification? Please explain your findings below,

Yoo . Uninn neprdud Lisproal. Foanaqe was Yabean frowa wir
ooons and appliek 4o Hue W%ﬁpmﬂ repoting suslan,
g»gmeammmme N peddin drning
try ‘%0 'S BOE aundit dunmg 1@9r-1A9( donvek
coneehid Hons . _

A7. The combined documentation supporting this certification form contains the foliowing:

section A5 meet the statutory and reguiatory crite  and definitions to qualify for a

» States problem claimed in section A5.

3  States tonnage modification amount claimed.

> ] Totals add up to tonnage claimed in section A3.

> Address, title of entity, and signature of individual with knowledge regardiﬁg the tonnage modification.

Yes.
[ No, please cxplain in detail below.

AS. In the table below, list the data records that support your claim and are available for Board reviéw. Inciude type of record and
location; for example, weight tickets from transfer station or a signed letter on official Ietterhead indicating where the waste

tonnage originated {i.. jurisdiction-of-origin).

Source of Disposal Data Tons Type of Record Location of Data
boc (14ar) 0,008 | Mkt Reptd | Wown oudy. Dpw
“é (\qqa) "310 ta " " 1t e

Plesar are dLekivn %o "\“(’NJ— ‘Rd.ph* kfx Comapl ianee Ordent’

A9. If the tonnage modification is due to misreporting or a miscalculation, how has the problem been resoived so that the error
does not oceur again?

vedh  Town Mumingsiveive Pwuﬂ_«-s’r A5 fCQPM'I-'\bLL For
Wi—on\u‘ M 434 MPW\-S'\WQJ'H'&; o & qd\\rI-Ha, a x.«,fd-emhu

bien Bvikapd toy Hl Coidy b marce acondely pocod
&rP;uLW-
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3.0 CORRECTIONS TO INACCURATE DISPOSAL REPORTING

OVERVIEW

Figure 1 shows the location of the disposal sites in the county. The Benton Crossing Landfill is the only disposal
facility typically used by the Town.

The Town of Mammoth Lakes has a year-round resident population base of about 5.300. However, because of
the influx of skiers and visitors to Mammoth Mountain, the equivalent year-round population approximates

17,000 according to the Mammoth Community Water District. The District’s estimates are based upon sewer
flows. ‘

The top ten businesses within the Town’s boundaries, ranked by sales tax receipts, are:

Mammoth Mountain Ski Area (22% of total sales tax receipts in the Town)
Vons Grocery Store (7%)

Polo Ralph Lauren Clothing Store (3%)
Footloose Sports (3%)

Whiskey Creek at Mammoth Restaurant (3%)
Mammoth Shell Mart Service Station (2.5%)
Mammoth Sporting Goods (2.5%}

Wave Rave Snowboard Shop (2%)
Mammoth Automotive Towing (2%)

Rite Aid (2%)

The aggregated sales tax receipts for these ten businesses approximate half of the total sales tax received by the
Town.

The CIWMB approved the Town’s Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) on July 26, 1995. The
Town’s current base year is 1991. Its CIWMB-approved base year waste generation is 21,036 tons. The
population of the Town in 1991 was 5,300, which results in a per capita waste generation rate of 23.52 pounds
per person per day (ppd). This is very high for California jurisdictions. The statewide average is approximately
8 ppd. Rural jurisdictions, according to a CT'WMB report, approximate 7 ppd.

Residential waste is approximately 24% of the total waste stream waste generation. The base year residential
waste generation per capita is about 5.65 ppd for the Town. The SRRE reported that the maximum number of

people at any one time in Town occurs during major ski weekends and holidays. At that time, approximately
29,000 persons are estimated to be in the Town.

The Town's Administrative Analyst estimates that the Mammoth Mountain Ski Resort attracts 20,000 to 25,000

visitors per weekend day (6,000 skiers per week day) during the most popular times during the ski season. This
significantly increases waste generation.

As nioted earlier, the Mammoth Community Water District estimated that the equivalent year-round population
of the Town is about 17,000. Using this population estimate reduces the per capita waste generation to 6.78 ppd.
This inferred that perhaps the base year waste generation was accurate and that the measurement problem may
be due to inaccurate disposal tonnage allocation.

Page 9
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Figure 3-1. Town of Mammoth Lakes Location Map
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CWA was reviewing the Town’s demographics when it determined that the base year waste generation, though

yielding a high per capita generation rate for both the Town and the County, was not the source of the
‘haccuracies in diversion measurement. On the contrary, CWA’s analysis inferred that perhaps the base year
waste generation was accurate and that the measurement problem may be due to either inaccurate disposal
tonnage allocation between the Town and County or mis-reported disposal quantities to the Town, particularly
for 1995. : '

ANALYSIS OF REPORTED PISPOSAL TONNAGE

Scales were installed at the Benton Crossing Landfill in mid-1998. The operator began recording received
disposal tonnage in September, 1998. Prior to that time the volume of waste disposed was estimated and a
conversion factor (1,000 pounds per cubic yard) was used to calculate tons. Volume is still the basis for
determining disposal quantities at the County’s other disposal facilities.

Table 3-1 depicts the estimated base year disposal tonnage and the disposal tonnage recorded by the CTWMB
in its Quarterly Disposal Reporting System (QDRS) for the years 1995 through 1999. All of the Town’s
disposal tonnage was disposed at the Benton Crossing Landfill. This landfill also received some waste from
unincorporated areas of the county in the vicinity of the landfill. The data for each quarter, as recorded by the
CIWMB in its website, is included in Appendix C.

Table 3-1. Reported Disposal Tonnage for the Town at the BCLF for the Period 1995 - 1999

Peried 1991 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999
15t Quarter na 740 2,059 3,568 4,055 - 2,907
2nd Quarter nfa 1,493 4,969 4,753 6,364 6,041
3rd Quarter na 950 4,662 5,386 5,843 5,735
4th Quarter n/a 2,400 3,684 4,638 4,458 3,834
Total Disposal 20,087 5,583 15,374 18,345 20,720 18,517
Measurement Quantity Estimated by Volume and Converted to Tons Started Weighing in 9/98

Diversion Rate 5% 71% 36% 5% 20% 32%

The disposal data presented in Table 3-1 for 1995 was compared to 1996. The comparison reveals the
unrealistically low 1995 reported tonnage. This trend was also observed for the other County-operated landfills
for 1995 and 1996. This prompted further review. Consequently, the disposal data for 1995 was scrutinized
further.

Table 3-2 depicts the disposal tonnage reported to the Board of Equalization (BOE) by quarter for 1995 and
1996. The BOE data came from the CTWMB website. Pages from the website which show the disposal tonnage
initially recorded for the Benton Crossing Landfill is included in Appendix D.

This disposal tonnage was further allocated by the County according to the Jurisdiction Allocation (JA) Forms

between the Town and the unincorporated county area surrounding the Town. For six consecutive quarters the
percentage of the waste received at the Benton Crossing Landfill allocated to the Town was 95%. The percentage

Page 11
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decreases in the last two quarters of 1996 to 90% and 87%, respectively.

Table 3-2. Dlsposal Tonnage Recorded by CTWMB from Initial BOE Reports with Percentage
Allocations Derived for the Town for the Benton Crossing Landfill in 1995 and 1996

Period 1995 1996

Total | County Town % Town Total | County Town | % Counnty
1st Quarter 779 39 740 95% 2,167 108 20591 - 95%
2nd Quarter 1,572 79 1,493 95% 5,230 262 4,969 95%
3rd Quarter 1,000 50 950 95% 5,180 518 4,662 90%
4th Quarter 2,526 126 2,400 95% 4,235 - 551 3,684 | 87%
Total 5,877 204 5,583 95% | 16,812 1,439 | 15374 | 91%

The JA Forms are included in Appendix E.

The SRRE for the Town (dated July 1992) reported that it had been estimated that approximately 90% of the
municipal solid waste, construction and slash waste, and other special wastes entering the Benton Crossing
Landﬁll were generated within Town limits. i

The JA Forms were completed by using data recorded by the landfill operator from “waste origin forms”. The
operator conducted waste origin surveys during the standard survey weeks (the 8th through the 14th of the last
month in each quarter). The forms for ail four quarters of 1995 are presented in Appendix F.

The data is compiled in Table 3-3.

Table 3-3. Disposal Tonnage Recorded by Benton Crossing Landfill Operator
from Origin Surveys in 1995 and 1996

Period 1995 1996
Total County Town | % County Total County Town § % Town

1st Quarter 5,150 573 4577 11% NA* NA*

2nd Quarter 4273 122 4,151 3% NA* NA*

3rd Quarter 5,265 436 4,829 3% NA* NA*

4th Quarter 6,271 773 5,498 12% NA* NA*

Total 20,959 1,904 19,055 9%

* NA - Not Available.

The disposal weights recorded in the origin survey forms differed significantly from the JA Forms and what was
recorded by the CIWMB in its QDRS.
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Additional research into the estimated disposal received at the Benton Crossing Landfill revealed that the BOE
conducted an audit of the Benton Crossing Landfill from the 2nd quarter of 1994 through the: 4th quarter of
1996. Table 3-4 compares the reported BOE disposal quantities, the audit results, and the origin survey data.

The BOE Audit report is included in Appendix G. |

Table 34. Comparison of BOE Audit with Previously Reported Tons and the Origin Survey Results

" (Benton Crossing Landfill)
1995 1996

Period -
Previously BOE - Origin Previously | BOE Audit Origin
Reported to BOE Audit Survey | Reported to BOE Survey
15t Quarter 779 4,298 5,150 2,167 3,760 NA *
2nd Quarter 1,572 4,948 4,273 5,230 4,868 NA*
3rd Quarter 1,000 3,652 5,265 5,180 5,306 NA*
4th Quarter 2,526 4,848 6,271 4235 4,335 NA*
Total 5,877 17,746 20,959 16,812 18,269 NA*

’ NA - Not Available, )

The BOE audit disposal tonnage resuits and the origin survey week allocation percentages (for the County and
the Town) for 1995 were used to determine the proposed corrected disposal tonnages for the County and the
Town for 1995. The percentage ailocation rates identified in Table 3-2 (from the County’s QDR’s) were used
for deriving the proposed disposal quantities for 1996. Table 3-5 presents the results.

Table 3-5. Proposed Disposal Quantities for the County and the Town for 1995 and 1996

(Benton Crossing Landfil)

Period 1995 1996

Totat | County Town | % County Total County Town | % Town
1st Quarter 4,298 473 3,825 11% 3,760 188 3,572 5%
2nd Quarter -+ 4,948 148 4,800 3% 4,868 243 4,625 5%
3rd Quarter 3,652 292 3,360 8% 5,306 531 | 4775 10%
4th Quarter 4848 1 = 582 4,266 12% 4,335 564 3N 13%
Totz.l 17,746 1,495 16,251 8% 18,269 1,526 | 16,743 8%

1999 DISPOSAL DATA CORRECTION

Additionaily, corrected 1999 disposal information was very recently developed by and obtained from the County
for the allocation of tonnage between the County and the Town for 1999 at the Benton Crossing Landfill. The
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proposed correction is depicted in Table 3-6.

Table 3-6. Corrected Disposal Tonnage for the Town for 1999

Disposal Site Previously Quarter Corrected 1999
Reported . , Total Disposal

for 1999 Ist 2nd 3rd ~ 4th Tonnage

Benton Crossing 18,516 2,712 5,860 . 5,506 3,533 17,611

The calculated diversion rate using this corrected 1999 disposal amount is presented in Section 5.0.

»
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